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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . The amendment filed on February 21 , 2006 has been entered and made of 
record. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 


2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 


3. Claims 1-4,9-14, 17,19-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 

anticipated by Cantwell (US 6,594,690). 

For claim 1, which is representative of claims 12 and 17, Cantwell teaches a 
server for a network, the server enabling a user at a station to scan a document at a 
scanner, the server comprising: a database of scanner drivers (device drivers stored at 
website at intranet server or internet server; Col 2 Lines 9-14); a driver selection 
system to enable the user to select a driver for the scanner from the database of 
scanner drivers in response to one or more inputs provided to a browser hosted at said 
station and received at said server over a data transmission network (computer 
communicates with server through connection; Col 2 Lines 3-8, user selects driver; Col 
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3 Lines 3-7); and a delivery system to transfer said selected driver to said station(driver 
downloaded by website and installed on computer; Col 3 Lines 8-12). 

Regarding claim 2, Cantwell teaches a destination selection system to enable the 
user to use the browser to select a predetermined location for saving the scanning 
data on a computer (Col 2 Lines 9-13). 

For claim 3, Cantwell teaches wherein the predetermined location comprises a 
universal resource locator (URL) or an electronic mail (e-mail) account address (Col 2 
Lines 21-28). 

Considering claim 4, Cantwell discloses wherein the predetermined location 
specifies a media to be used to save the scanning data (Col 2 Lines 15-20). 

For claim 9, Cantwell teaches wherein the selected driver is transferred to the 
computer in a self-extracting file format (Col 2 Lines 45-53). 

For claim 10, Cantwell discloses wherein the driver is adapted to be removed 
from the computer after the scanning data is saved in a predetermined location (Col 3 
Lines 13-18). 

For claim 1 1 , Cantwell teaches wherein the server further comprises a network 
connected adapted to transmit information between said data transmission network 
and at least one of said driver selection system and/or said delivery system (Col 3 
Lines 13-18). 

Considering claim 13, Cantwell teaches wherein said server is further adapted to 
populate a menu viewable at said computer on said browser identifying two or more of 
said plurality of scanner drivers (Col 1 Lines 34-44). 
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Regarding claim 14, which is representative of claim 19, Cantwell teaches 
wherein said server is adapted to render said menu according to a hypertext transfer 
protocol (Col 2 Lines 20-34). 

Considering claim 20, Cantwell teaches wherein said enabling selection of said 
at least one of said scanner drivers in response to said received information comprises 
receiving inputs from a menu rendered on said browser (Col 2 Lines 20-67) 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 5-8,15,16,18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Cantwell (US 6,594,690) in view of House et al (US 6,785,805). 

For claim 5, which is representative of claim 18, Cantwell discloses the server as 
described above. 

Cantwell does not disclose expressly a login system adapted to enable said user 
to access said driver selection system following establishing an identity of the user. 

House discloses a login system adapted to enable said user to access said driver 
selection system following establishing an identity of the user (Col 29 Lines 13-22). 

Cantwell & House are combinable because they are from the same field of 
endeavor, network driver devices. 
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At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to combine House with Cantwell by incorporating a login system in the 
server. 

The suggestion/motivation for doing so would have been to provide personalized 
user information, so that only authorized users are able to gain access to the server, 
and thus maintaining the security of the system. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine House with Cantwell to obtain 
the invention as specified in claim 5. 

For claim 6, House teaches wherein the login system is adapted to correlate the 
identity of the user with an account on the server, and wherein the scanning 
data is saved in association with the account (Col 29 Lines 23-42). 

For claim 7, it would be inherent for the account to comprise an email account. 

For claim 8, House teaches a viewing system for enabling the user to view the 
scanning data saved in the account (Col 1 1 Lines 56-67; Ref 100). 

Regarding claim 15, House teaches wherein said server comprises a login 
system that enables said computer to access said driver selection system in response 
to authentication of said user (Col 29 Lines 13-22). 

For claim 16, Cantwell discloses wherein said server is adapted to store one or 
more cookies on said computer in response to said authentication (Col 2 Lines 40-67). 
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Conclusion 


Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Heather D. Gibbs whose telephone number is 571-272- 
7404. The examiner can normally be reached on M-Thu 8AM-7PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David K. Moore can be reached on 571-272-7437. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 


Heather D Gibbs 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2625 
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